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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1, 14, 25 and 38 are directed to an abstract idea rather than a practical application 
of the idea. Claims 1, 14, 25, and 38 do not require any a physical transformation nor do they 
appear to produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. Specifically, they do not appear to 
produce a tangible result because merely organizing icons within a segment is nothing more than 
a thought or a computation within a processor. It fails to use or make available for use the result 
of the organization to enable its functionality and usefulness to be realized. The practical 
application is not explicitly recited in the claims nor does it flow inherently therefrom. 
Therefore, claims 1-48 appear non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 10-13, 16-17, 21-28, 34-37, 40-41 and 45-48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bolnick et al. ("Bolnick", US 6,043,817). 
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As per claim 1 , Bolnick teaches a method for organizing a plurality of icons on a 
computer desktop comprising: 

classifying the icons into an icon group (col. 16, lines 11-55); 

placing the icon group into a segment (col 16, lines 1 1-55); and 

organizing the icons within the segment (col. 9, lines 44-48). 

As per claim 2, Bolnick teaches the method further comprising: 

analyzing the icons to determine the icons' attributes and using the icons' attributes to 
classify the icons (col. 1 6, lines 11-55). 

As per claim 3, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the icons' attributes are a type of 
application associated with each of the icons (col. 16, lines 28-38). 

As per claim 4, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the organization of the icons is to 
shrink the icons down to the icons' smallest possible size (col.31, lines 28-40). 

As per claim 10, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the segment is user defined (col. 19, 
lines 26-56). 

As per claim 11, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the icon group is a group of 
webpages (col.8, lines 27-30). 

As per claim 12, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the icon group is a group of games 
(col.8, lines 27-30). 

As per claim 13, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the icon group is a group of 
development tools (col.8, lines 27-30). 

Claims 16-17 and 40-41 are individually similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and 
are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 25-28 are similar in scope to claims 1-4 respectively, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claims 21-24, 34-37, and 45-48 are individually similar in scope to claims 10-13 
respectively, and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-7, 18-20, 29-31, and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bolnick et al. ("Bolnick", US 6,043,817) in view of Scott et al. ("Scott", US 
6,545,687). 

As per claim 5, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the organization of the icons is to 
change the size of the icons (Bolnick, col.31, lines 28-40). However, Bolnick does not teach the 
method such that the icons fill the segment. Scott teaches a method of organizing a plurality of 
icons such that the size of the icons are changed to fill the segment (Scott, col. 16, lines 17-23). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include Scott's teaching with Bolnick's method in order to make use of all available space. 

As per claim 6, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the organization of the icons is to 
change the size of the icons (Bolnick, col. 3 1, lines 28-40). However, Bolnick does not teach the 
of claim wherein the organization of the icons is to place the icons in the segment at normal size, 
but if the icons do not fit into the segment at normal size, then to shrink the size of the icons until 
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the icons fit into the segment. Scott teaches a method of organizing a plurality of icons such that 
the size of the icons are shrunk to fit the icons into the segment (Scott, col. 16, lines 17-23). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
Scott's teaching with Bolnick's method in order to be able to view all of the icons at once. 

As per claim 7, Bolnick teaches the method wherein the organization of the icons is to 
change the size of the icons (Bolnick, col.31, lines 28-40). However, Bolnick does not teach the 
method wherein the organization of the icons is to place the icons in the segment at normal size, 
but if the icons do not fit into the segment at normal size, then to add a scroll bar. within the 
segment. Scott teaches a method of organizing a plurality of icons such that a scroll bar is added 
when the icons do not fit within the segment (Scott, col.l, lines 55-58). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Scott's teaching 
with Bolnick's method in order to be able to view all of the icons at normal size. 

Claims 18-20, 29-31, and 42-44 are individually similar in scope to claims 5-7 
respectively, and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 8-9, 14-15, 32-33, and 38-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bolnick et al. ("Bolnick", US 6,043,8 17)"in view of Nason et al. ("Nason", US 
6,717,596). 

As per claim 8, Bolnick teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the segment is defined by 
steps comprising: 

defining a segment location (Bolnick, col. 10, lines 40-43); 
defining a segment size (Bolnick, col. 10, lines 40-43); 
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defining the icon group associated with the segment (Bolnick, col.6, lines 45-47; col.8, 
lines 26-67); and 

defining the icons organization within the segment (Bolnick, col.6, lines 45-47; col. 9, 
lines 44-48). 

However, Bolnick does not teach the step of defining whether the segment covers the 
wallpaper on the desktop. Nason teaches a method of organizing segments on a desktop wherein 
segments are defined to be located outside the border of the desktop (Nason, col.6, lines 19-21; 
col.26, lines 23-33). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to include Nason' s teaching with Bolnick' s method in order to be able to view 
numerous segments at once. 

As per claim 9, Bolnick teaches defining segments within a desktop (Bolnick, col. 10, 
lines 40-43). However, Bolnick does not teach the method of claim 1 wherein the segment does 
not cover the wallpaper on the desktop. Nason teaches a method of organizing segments on a 
desktop wherein segments do not cover the desktop (Nason, col.6, lines 19-21; col.26, lines 23- 
33). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include Nason' s teaching with Bolnick' s method in order to be able to view numerous segments 
at once. 

Claims 14 and 38 are similar in scope to the combination of claims 2 and 9, and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 15, 32, 39 are individually similar in scope to claim 8, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claim 33 is similar in scope to claim 9, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Communications 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday/Thursday and alt. Mondays from 8:30 am to 
5:00 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
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Patent Examiner 
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